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GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF TEXAS

\ No. 41-392
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I have vetoed and I am filing with the secretary of State, Housé
Bill Noe 591 which was passed at thg‘recently-adjourned Regular

the Fiftieth Le islatures.
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I am vetoing this bill because the Leglslature had, previously
in 1939, conferred upon the Supreme:iCqurts the power to adopt
rulestofv protedure’ dn ALy cfvi&ucasas.,IIntrasponsg_xhpngtsbﬁb&v
Suprenie Courd: sgiftadoptia. sots pfsanles; dn L84L5 apd4thgﬁ5
rulesl faves been. amended friom bimefto‘tima,:by»thz Suprens Qourm,,

ainceirthabi times: -

The Supreme Court &t that time did not undertake to make any
changes 1n the rules relating to tex sulte It continued into

ffect all statutes in effect immediatelv prior to Seﬁfember

1, 1941 presmmmnngrules "of procedure in tex sulte The “Sypreme

Chiefi‘qustice Alexander of ctroiBdprete igourt of-Texas Endires
me tHdt "tHe ‘Suprems Jourt i1g-now Feddy arid wlll- assunme-prescrlibed ...

rules for procadure in tEx sutth

Since there will be less cbnfusion and conflict in the rules of
precedure iﬂ tax sult Lp the Supreme Court soon enacts such
rules, and since I belleve 1t safer practlice to continue the
rule making power in the Suprems Court and furthermore_believing
that there would be less confusion if the rules are prepared by
the Supreme Court and nob By the Leglslature, I belleve it to |
the best interest of the Bench and par of Texas and to the rights
of litigents in ToRas that this bill be vetoeds |
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be arfixed hereto at Aust ‘thiB":.""'-"“‘i‘%
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